Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 



09/997,768 



GABELE ET AL. 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Akash Saxena 



2128 



All Participants: 



Status of Application: 



(1) Akash Saxena . 



(3) 



(2) Mr. Mathew Baca . 



Date of Interview: 1 1 August 2005 



Time: 4:00 pm 



Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
None 

Claims discussed: 

1,7,13 & 19 

Prior art documents discussed: 
None 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 



^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



Part III. 




(Examiner/SPE Signature) 



(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 



U.S. Palent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-413B (04-03) 



Examiner Initiated Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20050811 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. . ... a . . . 

S 3SS orar P romfee ^pulation. or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incompiete trough je ^ make ^ substance of an inferview of record in me application fiie. unless 

t h e ^££SS^£J^&™^ to see that such a record is made and 10 oonact matenal ,naccuraaes 

which bear directly on the «^^* P*?^ Fom1 for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 

requirements or wh.ch interview recordabor g othew.se prov.de £ ronn ^ CB ™ interview recordaton procedures below. Where the 

a£=^ 

conclusion oHne»|vM tr ^^^^,^SoSfSn^»ta?»U ilnerisnckl^belbftana.o^ceorll.te 
SoXLT*..^^^ «U- —r «h the „—««,. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

Tvrje of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of me substance of any interview should include at least the following app.icab.e items: 
?, A S description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted. 
2) an identification of the claims discussed. 

% ,„ iSS 2 £ ^E£SSE L* - . substance na«, re A***. u„,aaa *asa an, alnaad, dascnbad on ft. 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy ^or ° r m ^ of prin cipal arguments made to the 
required. Theidentificati^^ 

^Se^ 

?, ; a 9 ^" is a,rea <* described ,n 1,16 lnte ^ ew summary Fom by 



the examiner. 



„ • vnprrpH to carefullv review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 

accurate, fh^^ ™* *» ^ * ^ ^ 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



2 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 09/997,768 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 
11th Aug 2005: Independent claims 1,7, 13 & 19 were discussed. As agreed the subject matter disclosed in premable 
will be moved into the steps of the method, system and computer product claims. Mr. Baca will fax an amendment on 
12th Aug 2005. 

12th August 2005: Fax with amended claims was received. Examiner called Mr. Baca to inform about the possible 101 
issues and minor 101 issues with the amended claim language. An interview date of 16th August 2005, 9 am was set. 
16th August 2005: Examiner was unable to contact Mr. Baca on the predetermined time as Mr. Baca was unavailable, 
hence examiner called back at 3:30 pm. It was decided that examiner will send a suggestive claims after fixing the 
minor 112 error for Mr. Baca's review to expedite the procesution, on 17th August 2005. . 

1 7 th August 2005: Mr. Baca was faxed a copy of examiner's amended claims after approval from Jean Homere, SPE. 
Mr. Baca faxed back a written approval (will be scanned in) and provided telephone consent to the formal examiner's 
amended claims. 



